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REMARKS 

This is a Non-Final Amendment in frill and timely response to the Non-Final Office Action 
dated July 13, 2007, the shortened statutory time period ending on Monday, October 15, 2007. 
Reexamination and reconsideration are respectfully requested. 

Allowed Claims 1 to 5 and 7 to 10 and Allowable Claim 16 

Applicants express their appreciation for the Examiner's allowance of claims 1-5 and 7-10 as 
well as the Examiner's indication of allowable subject matter in claim 16. 

Claims 12 to 15 and 17-20 

Claims 12 to 15 and 17-20 were rejected as unpatentable over Kawamura in view of Fujieda 
and further in view of Katsurgi. This position is respectfully traversed. 

Difference from the Cited Invention 

Katsuragi (US 5,469,233) discloses an ophthalmologic instrument including an alignment 
optical system for detecting alignment of a principal optical system with a subject's eye in a way 
that alignment light emitted by an alignment light source is guided to the eye, the alignment light 
reflected from the eye is received by a light receiving means. The instrument checks a presence of 
soil on optical parts such as an objective lens by detecting a great decrease in a quantity of the 
alignment light reflected from the eye. That is, the instrument disclosed by Katsuragi detects the 
soil in a state where the eye is placed at an examination position outside the instrument. However, 
such a method of checking the presence of the soil takes long time to perform measurement 
(examination), which becomes a burden on the eye (especially, when the presence of the soil is 
detected, the measurement (examination) is stopped). 

Meanwhile, an apparatus claimed in claims 12 and 18 according to the present invention 
checks a presence of soil on a window by detecting abnormal reflection (an increase in an amount of 
reflection light) at the window in non-measurement (examination) time before/after measurement 
when an eye to be examined or other reflection object is not placed in front of the window outside 
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the apparatus (at an examination position), which does not have an influence on measurement 
(examination) time. 

Kawamura (US 5,706,072) discloses an ophthalmic measuring apparatus which diagnoses 
cataract by emitting and converging a laser beam for measurement to a crystalline lens of an eye 
under examination, detecting light scattered by molecules in the crystalline lens by a photoelectric 
transducer, and measuring the composition of the molecules in the crystalline lens based on output 
signals from the photoelectric transducer. The apparatus, when there is an abnormal signal (time- 
varying great change) in the output signals from the photoelectric transducer sampled in 
measurement (examination) time when the eye is placed at an examination position outside the 
apparatus, judges it as an abnormality in the measurement such as blink. Kawamura neither teaches 
nor suggests checking of the presence of the soil on an optical member such as the window. 

It is respectfully submitted that that none of the applied art, alone or in combination, teaches 
or suggests the features of claims 12 and 18 as now amended. Thus, it is respectfully submitted that 
one of ordinary skill in the art could not combine the features of the applied art to arrive at the 
claimed invention because the applied art is devoid of all the features of the claimed invention. As a 
result, it is respectfully submitted that claims 12 and 18 are allowable over the applied art at least for 
the reasons set forth above. 

Claims 13-15 and 17 depend from claim 12 and includes all of the features of claim 12. 
Thus, it is respectfully submitted that the dependent claims are allowable at least for the reason 
claim 12 is allowable as well as for the features they recite. 

Claims 19 and 20 depend from claim 18 and includes all of the features of claim 18. Thus, it 
is respectfully submitted that the dependent claims are allowable at least for the reason claim 18 is 
allowable as well as for the features they recite. 

Withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

Applicant believes no fee is due with this response because the due date for timely filing 
the response within the shortened statutory time period is Monday, October 15, 2007, (October 13, 
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2007, being a Saturday). However, if a fee is due, please charge our Deposit Account No. 18-0013, 
under Order No. WEN-0023 from which the undersigned is authorized to draw. 



Dated: October 15, 2007 



Respectfully submitted, 




Ronald/P. Kafr/anen 

Registration No. : 24, 1 04 
RADER, FESHMAN & GRAUER PLLC 
Correspondence Customer Number: 10291 
Attorney for Applicant 
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